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Summary of Self-Reported Methods of Test Preparation
by LSAT Takers for 1990-1991 Testing Year

Executive Summary

A study was conducted to examine patterns of test preparation for the LSAT during the 1990-1991
testing year. This investigation represents an extension of an earlier study that examined self-report test
preparation methods for the June and October 1989 test administrations. The 1990-1991 testing year was
used rather than completing the 1989-1990 year so the results would be based on revised test preparation
questions. As with the earlier study, all analyses for this study were descriptive in nature, and no attempt
was made to evaluate the effectiveness of different methods of test preparation.

In this study five different types of analysis were performed. The first type of analysis consisted
of determining the response rate for each test date to determine whether there were appreciable differences
in response rates across administrations, and to assess the extent to which response rates in this study
differed from those reported in an earlier study (Wightman, 1990). The second type of analysis performed
as part of this investigation consisted of a comparison of respondents and non-respondents in terms of
mean age and mean LSAT score to determine to what extent the respondents were typical of the entire
testing population. The third type of analysis consisted of an evaluation of the utilization rates for the
different methods of test preparation to assess the frequency of use of the different methods. The fourth
type of analysis consisted of an evaluation of the extent to which test takers used multiple test preparation
methods. The final type of analysis consisted of comparing users and non-users for each method in terms
of mean LSAT score and mean age to evaluate the extent to which users of a particular method are
different from non-users.

The response rate in this investigation was higher than the response rate obtained in the earier
Wightman study (86% versus 75%), both at the subgroup level and the total group level. The lowest
response rates were among those who also declined to respond to the other questions, such as the language
and ethnicity questions, although this was not true for the gender question. The variation among ethnic,
gender, and language subgroups was not large, with the highest response rates among Caucasians, females,
those fluent in English, and those for whom English is the dominant language.

Overall the patterns in the results of the comparison of respondents and non-respondents were
consistent across administrations. The mean LSAT was higher for respondents than for non-respondents,
a result also found in the earlier study, and the mean age was higher for non-respondents than for
respondents. This was similar to the pattemn reported for the earlier study. These results indicate that the
respondents differ systematically from the non-respondents, and caution should therefore be exercised in
generalizing any of the findings of this study to the non-respondents. On the other hand, the response rate
for all four test dates was so high that this represents only a very minor limitation in the interpretation of
the results.

The patterns of usage for the various methods of test preparation appeared to remain relatively
stable across administrations. The most popular method of preparation was use of the sample questions
in the Law Services Information Book, followed closely by a book not published by Law Services and the
sample test in the Law Services Information Book. These three methods were selected by 45 to 50 percent
of the respondents. The Law Services test preparation materials and self study were selected by about 40
percent of the respondents. Commercial test preparation courses was selected by as few as 28 percent of
the respondents in February and as many as 40 percent in October. The remaining three options,
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undergraduate institution courses, other methods, and no methods, were selected by relatively few
respondents.

On the average, respondents used between two and three methods of preparing for the LSAT. The
most common number of methods was 1 (selected by about 25 percent of the respondents), but typically
from 15 to 18 percent of the respondents reported using two, three, or four methods. The lowest average
number of methods used, and the highest percent reporting using only one method, was for the February
test date. Black and Puerto Rican respondents tended to report relatively low numbers of methods used,
as did respondents who are not fluent in English or for whom English is not the dominant language.

The most significant finding in the analysis of users and non-users of each method is that LSAT
scores were higher for respondents indicating use of any of the first five methods, and lower for
respondents selecting the last four options, undergraduate institution courses, self study, other methods,
and no methods.

Among'the conclusions reached for this study were the following.

© Females were slightly more likely to respond than were males.

O Caucasians were more likely to respond than were members of other ethnic subgroups; members
of the Black/Afro-American subgroup were least likely to respond.

© Those for whom English is not the dominant language, or who are not fluent in English, were less
likely to respond than were those for whom English is the dominant language or who are fluent
in English.

O Respondents tended to be, on the average, one to two years younger than were the non-
respondents and tended to score two to three points higher on the LSAT than did the non-
respondents.

O The largest differences between respondent and non-respondent scores tended to be more the
Puerto Rican subgroup.

© The Law Services Information Book and official test preparation materials were clearly heavily
utilized, as are books from other publishers.

© Caucasians were more likely to use the Law Services official test preparation materials than were
Blacks/Afro-Americans, Chicano/Mexican Americans, and Puerto Ricans.

© Puerto Ricans and those not fluent in English were far more likely to report use of no methods
of preparation than were other subgroups.

© Courses provided by undergraduate institutions were utilized by relatively few test takers.
© Females tended to use more methods of preparation than did males.

©  Puerto Ricans and test takers not fluent in English tended to use fewer methods of test preparation
than did other subgroups.



Caucasians tended to use more methods of preparation than did other subgroups.

Users of undergraduate institution courses, self-study, other methods or no methods tended to have
lower scores than non-users of these methods.

Users of Law Services materials, commercial schools, and non-Law Services books tended to have
higher scores than did non-users of these methods.

Users of the Information Book materials tended to be older than non-users, while users of
commercial schools, self-study, and other materials tended to be younger than non-users.
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Summary of Self-Reported Methods of Test Preparation
by LSAT Takers for 1990-1991 Testing Year

1.0 Introduction

Beginning with the June 1989 administration of the LSAT, all test takers have been asked to report
what, if any, methods were used in preparation for the LSAT. In an earlier report (Wightman, 1990),
preliminary results based on responses collected for the June and September 1989 administrations were
summarized. Among the conclusions drawn from those data were the following: 1) a large percent
(58.4%) of test takers fail to take advantage of the sample questions and explanations that are provided
free of charge; 2) Only 35 percent of the respondents had actually acquired and worked through sample
tests on their own; 3) approximately 45 percent of the test takers had attended a test preparation or
coaching school; and, 4) 3.4 percent of the respondents indicated they had not prepared for the test at all.
The June and September 1989 data were based on a response rate of approximately 75 percent.

The purpose of the present report is to extend the earlier report by providing a summary of the
results of analyses performed on data collected during the entire 1990-1991 testing year. The 1990-1991
testing year was used rather than completing the 1989-1990 year so the results would be based on the
revised test preparation questions. As with the earlier study, all analyses for this report are descriptive
in nature, and no attempt has been made to evaluate effectiveness of different methods of test preparation.

2.0 Methods
2.1 Data Collection

For the 1990-1991 testing year there were four different administrations: June 1990, October 1990,
December 1990, and February 1991. For three of these administrations (all but June) there were actually
two test days -- Saturday and Monday. For the purposes of this report, Monday and Saturday test takers
were combined and treated as a single group.

On each of these test dates, the answer sheets contained a list of test preparation methods. Test
takers were asked to report how they prepared for the test by checking all of the methods that applied.
The instructions for the test preparation questions indicate that responses are voluntary and will be used
only for research purposes. The list included the following nine methods:

© By studying the sample questions in the Law Services Information Book.
O By taking the sample test in the Law Services Information Book.

- © By working through The Official LSAT PrepTest(s), The Official LSAT PrepBook, or The Official
LSAT PrepKit.

© By using a book on how to prepare for the LSAT not published by Law Services.
© By attending a commercial test preparation or coaching school.

© By attending a test preparation or coaching course offered through an undergraduate institution.
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O  Self study.
© Other preparation.
© No preparation.

Test takers who did not check a method were assumed to have not used that method. Test takers who
checked one or methods in addition to the last one were assumed to have used the previous methods, and
their selection of the last method was ignored. Test takers who did not select any of the nine items listed
were considered to be non-respondents.

In addition to the test pmparéﬁon questions, test takers were also asked to provide information
regarding age, gender, ethnicity, and language proficiency. The ethnicity categories test takers were asked
to select from included:

. Native American (NA),

. Asian/Pacific Islander (A/PI),

. Black/Afro-American (B/AA),

. Canadian Aborigine (CA),

. Caucasian (C),

. Chicano/Mexican American (C/MA),
Hispanic (H),

. Puerto Rican (PR), and

. Other (Other).

VO NAUA LN -

The values in parentheses are used to identify ethnic subgroups in the tables to be presented in the results
section of the report. In addition, the tables in the results section include the subgroup NR, where NR
indicates no response was given to the question.

Language proficiency was assessed in two ways. First, test takers were asked what their dominant
language was. Response options include English and Other. Second, test takers were asked whether they
were fluent in English. Response options included Yes and No. Test taker age was determined by askmg
test takers to supply date of birth, then computing their age from their year of birth.

2.2 Analyses

In this study five different types of analysis were performed. The first type of analysis consisted
of determining the response rate for each test date. The goal of these analyses was to determine whether
there were appreciable differences in response rates across administrations, and to assess the extent to
which response rates in this study differed from those reported by Wightman ( 1990).

The second type of analysis performed as part of this investigation consisted of a comparison of
respondents and non-respondents on two variables of interest. The purpose of these analyses was to
determine to what extent the respondents were typical of the entire testing population. These analyses
included: 1) analysis of subgroup representation in the respondent group, as reflected in subgroup response
rates; and, 2) computation of mean LSAT score and mean age for respondents and non-respondents within
gender, ethnic, and language subgroups and for the total group. Each analysis was repeated for each test
date.
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The third type of analysis consisted of an evaluation of the utilization rates for the different
methods of test preparation. The purpose of these analyses was to assess the frequency of use of the
different methods. Analyses performed include computing the percent of test takers selecting each method.
The results were broken down by ethnic, gender, and language subgroups, and conducted separately by
test date.

The fourth type of analysis consisted of an evaluation of the extent to which test takers used
multiple test preparation methods. The purpose of these analyses was to determine to what extent multiple
methods are used. Analyses performed include computing the percent of test takers using each possible
number of methods used. The results were again broken down by ethnic, gender, and language subgroups,
and conducted separately by test date.

The final type of analysis consisted of comparing users and non-users for each method in terms
of mean LSAT score and mean age. The purpose of these analyses was to evaluate the extent to which
users of a particular method are different from non-users. Analyses were conducted separately for each
test date.

3.0 Results
3.1 Response Rates

Table 1 summarizes the response rates for the test preparation questions. As shown in Table 1,
administration response rates ranged from a high of 90.43 percent for the February 1991 administration
to a low of 83.78 percent for the December 1990 administration, resulting in a fairly modest range of 6.65
percent. The response rates for October and December (85.65 and 83.78 percent, respectively) were more
like the response rate for June than February. Thus, it appears that the relatively high rate for February
1991 was atypical for the testing year examined.

Table 1: Response Rates

Administration Total N Respondents Non-Respondents - Response Rate
June 1990 25597 21,719 13,878 84.85%
October 1990 49,959 42,792 7,167 85.65%
December 1990 42,690 35,767 6,923 83.78%
February 1991 34,361 31,074 3,287 90.43%
Total _ 152,607 131,352 21,255 86.07%

Across the four administrations, the total number of tests administered to the test takers in this
study was 152,607, and a total of 131,352 responses were obtained, for a response rate of 86.07. [Note
that these total numbers do no correspond to the number of test takers, because repeat test takers were
counted multiple times.] This represents an 11 percent increase over the response rate reported for the
earlier study.
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3.2 Respondents Versus Non-Respondents

Three types of analyses were performed as part of the comparison of respondents and non-
respondents. These include the analysis of: 1) subgroup response rates by test administration for
respondents and non-respondents; 2) subgroup mean LSAT scores by test administration for respondents
and non-respondents; and, 3) subgroup mean age by test administration for respondents and non-
respondents. The results of these analyses are presented for each of the four administrations included in
this investigation. :

June 1990 administration. Table 2 summarizes the results of the comparison of respondents and
non-respondents for the June 1990 administration. This table shows for each subgroup the number and
percent who were respondents and non-respondents, and the mean LSAT and mean age for respondents
and non-respondents. Also shown are the differences in means between the two groups (respondents
minus non-respondents) for both the LSAT scores and the test taker ages.

Table 2: Comparison of Respondents and Non-Respondents -- June 1990

Respondents Non-Respondents Differences
Subgroup N % LSAT Age N % LSAT Age LSAT Age
Gender
F 9,404 8655 3208 2596 1,462 1345 2843 2844 365 -248
M 11,763 8363 3273 2626 2,303 1637 29.08 2826 365 -2.00
NR 552 83.01 3329 27.15 113 1699 3152 28.58 177 -143
Ethnicity .
NA 104 8062 2993 2984 25 1938 2568 3324 425 -3.40
A/Pl 909 80.23 3146 25.89 224 19.77 2863 2821 283 232
B/AA 1,304 7577 2340 28.89 417 2423 2059 3201 281 -3.12
CA 22 7586 2659 2841 7 2414 2700 2600 041 241
c 17961 8647 3352 2586 2,810 1353 3065 27.70 287 -1.84
CMA 196 8033 2727 2844 48 1967 2615 3042 .12 -198
H 490 8249 2891 2726 104 1751 2603 28.40 28 -1.14
PR 229 7558 23.69 26.88 74 2442 1774 2915 595 -227
Other 395 79.00 3012 2643 105 21.00 2753 28.01 259 -1.58
NR 109 63.01 3198 28.11 64 3699 31.02 2897 09 -0.86
Dominant Language _
English 20,382 8622 3271  26.07 3,257 1378 29.19 28.14 352 207
Other 673 7656 2535 2863 206 2344 2212 3064 323 201
NR 664 6154 3233 26.10 415 3846 3006 2872 227 262
Fluent in English
Yes 20,750 8598 3254 26.12 3,384 14.02 2896 28.18 358 206
No 101 72.14 21.17 28.70 39 278 1664 30.10 453  -1.40
NR 868 6561 32.00 2675 455 3439 2953 2936 247 261
Total 21,719 84.85 3247 26.15 3878 15.15 2891 2833 356 -2.18

B Y
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From Table 2 it can be seen that for the total group, the response rate was 84.85 percent: The
response rate was 86.55 percent for test takers indicating they were female, 83.63 for those indicating they
were male, and 83.01 for those not responding to the gender question. Across ethnic subgroups the
response rate ranged from a low of 75.58 for those indicating they were Puerto Rican to a high of 86.47
for those indicating they were Caucasian. The response rate for those not answering the ethnicity question
was 63.01. A response rate of 86.22 was attained among those indicating that English was their dominant
language, while a response rate of 76.56 was attained for those who said it was not. The response rate
among those not answering the question was 61.54. The pattern was similar for the English fluency
question, with those answering yes yielding a response rate of 85.98, those responding no yielding a
response rate of 72.14, and those not answering the fluency question yielding a response rate of 65.61.

An examination of the subgroup LSAT score means for the June 1990 administration shown in
Table 2 reveals that, in all cases except the Canadian aborigine category, the mean LSAT score was hi gher
for respondents than for non-respondents. For the total group, the mean difference was 3.56 points. The
largest difference was obtained for the test takers identifying themselves as Puerto Rican, for whom the
difference in mean score for respondents and non-respondents was 5.95 points. Other larger than average
differences included a difference of 4.53 points for those answering no to the English fluency question,
and a difference of 4.25 for those indicating they were Native American. The smallest differences were
obtained for Canadian aborigines (0.41 points) and those choosing not to respond to the ethnicity question
(0.96 points).

The subgroup age means for the June 1990 administration are shown in Table 2, as are the
differences between the mean ages for the respondents and non-respondents. In a pattern similar to that
found for the mean LSAT scores, in every case except for Canadian aborigines, the mean age was higher
for the non-respondents. The difference for the total group was 2.18 years. The biggest age difference,
3.4 years, was for those test takers categorizing themselves as Native American. Another relatively large
difference (3.12 years) was found for the Black/Afro-American subgroup. The smallest difference in age
was found for the group not responding to the ethnicity question (0.86 years).

October 1990 administration. Table 3 summarizes the results of the comparison of respondents
and non-respondents for the October 1990 administration. This table shows for each subgroup the number
and percent who were respondents and non-respondents, and the mean LSAT and mean age for
respondents and non-respondents. Also shown are the differences in means between the two groups
(respondents minus non-respondents) for both the LSAT scores and the test taker ages.

From Table 3 it can be seen that for the total group, the response rate was 85.65 percent. The
response rate was 87.26 percent for test takers indicating they were female, 84.53 for those indicating they
were male, and 82.71 for those not responding to the gender question. Across ethnic subgroups the
response rate ranged from a low of 79.08 for those indicating they were in the Other category to a high
of 86.78 for those indicating they were Caucasian. The response rate for those not answering the ethnicity
question was 64.56. A response rate of 86.86 was attained among those indicating that English was their
dominant language, while a response rate of 78.39 was attained for those who said it was not. The
response rate among those not answering the question was 62.71. The pattern was similar for the English
fluency question, with those answering yes yielding a response rate of 86.76, those responding no yielding
a response rate of 69.01, and those not answering the fluency question yielding a response rate of 65.82.

fr=a
o
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Table 3: Comparison of Respondents and Non-Respondents -- October 1990

Respondents Non-Respondents Differences
Subgroup N __% LSAT __ Age __N % _LSAT Ase LSAT _ Age |
Gender
F 18,943 8726 3209 2478 2,766 1274 2970 26.04 239 -126
M 22510 8453 3312 2492 4,121 1547 3048 26.08 264 -1.16
NR 1,339 8271 3399 26.05 280 1729 3258 26.79 141  -0.74
Ethnicity
NA 218 81.04 3007 26.56 51 1896 2708 2771 299 -1.15
A/PI 2,261 83.12 3242 2392 459 16.87 2962 2523 280 -1.31
B/AA 2,493 7985 2529 2597 629 2015 2293 2822 236 -225
CA 46 8214 2939 26.15 10 1786 2990 2530 -0.51 0.85
C 34,852 8678 3349 2488 5,311 1322 3156 2588 193 -1.00
C/MA 476 83.07 2944 2535 97 1693 2693 2703 251 -1.68
H 1,054 8332 3005 2467 211 1668 2727 26.12 278 -145
PR 377 8125 2471 25.19 87 1875 2008 2553 463 -0.34
Other 862 79.08 31.88 2431 228 2092 30.17 25.89 1.71  -1.58
NR 153 6456 3329 2531 84 3544 3099 26.88 230 -1.57
Dominant Language
English 40242 86.86 3285 24.86 6,088 13.14 3045 2598 240 -1.12
Other 1,371 7839 2774 2540 378 2161 2367 2723 407 -1.83
NR 1,179 6271 33.02 2552 701 3729 3215 2646 087 -094
Fluent in English ]
Yes 41,033 86.76 3273 24.86 6,264 1324 3023 2596 250 -1.10
No 147 69.01 2367 27.00 66 3099 1952 284 415 -14
NR 1,612 65.82 3248 2569 837 34.18 3135 26388 113 -1.19
Total 42,792 8565 3269 2490 7,167 1435 3026 26.09 243 -1.19

For the October 1990 administration the subgroup LSAT score means are shown in Table 3, along
with the mean differences between respondent and non-respondent scores. As can be seen in Table 3, as
was the case with the June data, in all cases except the Canadian aborigine category, the mean LSAT score
was higher for respondents than for non-respondents. For the total group, the mean difference was 2.43
points. Once again, the largest differences in mean LSAT scores was for test takers identifying themselves
as Puerto Rican, for whom the difference in mean score for respondents and non-respondents was 4.63
points. Relatively large differences were also found for the groups indicating they were not fluent in
English (4.15 points) and those indicating English was not their dominant language (4.07 points).

For the October 1990 administration the subgroup age means are shown in Table 3, along with
the differences between the mean ages for the respondents and non-respondents. Once again, in every case
except'”f'g'rCanadian aborigines, the mean age was higher for the non-respondents. For the total group the
mean difference was 1.19 years. The biggest age difference for these data was 2.25, which was observed
for those test takers identified as Black/Afro-American. The smallest difference (0.34 years) was obtained
for the Puerto Rican category.
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December 1990 administration. Table 4 summarizes the results of the comparison of
respondents and non-respondents for the December 1990 administration. This table shows for each
subgroup the number and percent who were respondents and non-respondents, and the mean LSAT and
mean age for respondents and non-respondents. Also shown are the differences in means between the two
groups (respondents minus non-respondents) for both the LSAT scores and the test taker ages.

As Table 4 shows, for the total group, the response rate was 83.78 percent. The response rate was
85.04 percent for test takers indicating they were female, 82.90 for those indicating they were male, and
82.25 for those not responding to the gender question. Across ethnic subgroups the response rate ranged
from a low of 77.87 for those in the Black/Afro-American category to a high of 85.21 for those indicating
they were Caucasian. The response rate for those not answering the ethnicity question was 66.40. A
response rate of 85.27 was attained among those indicating that English was their dominant language,
while a response rate of 75.40 was attained for those who said it was not. The response rate among those
not answering the question was 61.17. For those answering yes to the English fluency question, the
response rate was 84.91, for those responding no the response rate was 69.75, and for those not answering
the question the response rate was 66.19.

Table 4: Comparison of Respondents and Non-Respondents -- December 1990

Respondents Non-Respondents Differences
| Subgroup N e LSAT___Age N % LSAT Age ___ LSAT Apge |
Gender .
F 15,401 8504 3047 26.18 2,710 1496 2719 2795 328 -1.77
M 19,245 8290 3133 26.29 3971 17.10 2794 2728 339 099
NR 1,121 8225 3221 27.87 242 1775 2957 2836 264 049
Ethnicity
NA 221 8036 2838 28.00 54 1964 2602 2948 236 -148
A/PI 2,011 8293 2992 2574 414 1707 2678 26.66 3.14 092
B/AA 3402 7787 2400 26.56 967 2213 2125 2883 275 227
CA 84 8400 2756 26.98 16 1600 2387 3200 369 -5.02
C 27,024 -8521 3237 2632 4,690 1479 29.67 2740 270 -1.08
CMA 576 8336 2805 26.02 115 1664 2499 27.87 3.06 -1.85
H 952 8151 2739 25389 216 1849 2464 2694 275 -1.05
PR 512 7793 2227 2595 145 22.07 1859 2633 368 -038
Other 821 78.64 2966 26.22 223 2136 2655 27.06 311 084
NR 164 6640 3168 2635 83 3360 2872 3034 296 399
Dominant Language ¢
English 33,076 8527 3127 2625 5712 1473 2799 2748 328 -123
Other 1,612 7540 2515 27.03 526 2460 2188 2799 327 096
NR 1,079 61.17 3104 26.72 685 3883 2974 2807 1.30 -135
Fluent in English
Yes 34,013 8491 3108 26.26 6,044 1509 2768 2751 340 -1.25
No 219 6975 1959 27.16 95 3025 1717 2748 242 032
NR 1,535 66.19 3054 26.93 784 3381 29.19 2816 135 -1.23
Total 35.767 83.78 3099  26.30 6923 1622 2770 2758 329 -1.28
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The subgroup LSAT score means for the December 1990 administration are shown in Table 4,
along with the mean differences between respondent and non-respondent scores. As can be seen in Table
4, in all cases the mean LSAT score was higher for respondents than for non-respondents. For the total
group the difference in mean LSAT score was 3.29 points. The largest difference (3.69 points) in mean
LSAT scores was for test takers identifying themselves as Canadian aborigine, although the Puerto Rican
mean difference (3.68) was only slightly less. The smallest differences were for the groups choosing not
to respond to the dominant language question (1.30 points) and the English fluency question (1.35 points).

The subgroup age means for the December 1990 administration are shown in Table 4, as are the
differences between the mean ages for the respondents and non-respondents. For these data, in every case
the mean age was higher for the non-respondents than for respondents. For the total group, the difference
in mean age was 1.28 years. The biggest age difference (5.02) was found for Canadian aborigines. A
relatively large age difference was also found for the group not responding to the ethnicity question (3.99
years). The smallest difference in age was found for the group responding no to the English fluency
question (0.32 years) and for the Puerto Rican group (0.38 years).

February 1991 administration. Table 5 summarizes the results of the comparison of respondents
and non-respondents for the February 1991 administration. This table shows for each subgroup the
number and percent who were respondents and non-respondents, and the mean LSAT and mean age for
respondents and non-respondents. Also shown are the differences in means between the two groups
(respondents minus non-respondents) for both the LSAT scores and the test taker ages.

As Table 5 shows, for the total group, the response rate was 90.43 percent. The response rate was
91.70 percent for test takers indicating they were female, 89.50 for those indicating they were male, and
89.78 for those not responding to the gender question. Across ethnic subgroups the response rate ranged
from a low of 84.78 for those in the Canadian aborigine category to a high of 91.28 for those indicating
they were Caucasian. The response rate for those not answering the ethnicity question was 71.43. A
response rate of 91.74 was attained among those indicating that English was their dominant language,
while a response rate of 87.34 was attained for those who said it was not. The response rate among those
not answering the question was 67.76. For those answering yes to the English fluency question, the
response rate was 91.49, for those responding no the response rate was 84.68, and for those not answering
the question the response rate was 73.91.

For the February 1991 administration the subgroup LSAT score means are shown in Table 5, as
are the mean differences between respondent and non-respondent scores. As Table 5 shows, in all cases
except two the mean LSAT score was higher for respondents than for non-respondents. The exceptions
were the two groups of test takers who did not respond to the language dominance and fluency questions.
The difference in mean score for the total group was 1.13 points. The largest difference was for test
takers identifying themselves as Chicano/Mexican American, for whom the difference in mean score for
respondents and non-respondents was 2.62 points. Relatively large score differences were also found for
the Puerto Rican group (2.39 points) and those indicating English was not their dominant language (2.07
points). The smallest difference was obtained for the Hispanic group (0.21 points).

Table 5 shows the subgroup age means for the February 1991 administration, along with the
differences in age means between respondents and non-respondents. For these data, the mean age was
higher for non-respondents for all subgroups except four: 1) Asian/Pacific Islanders; 2) Puerto Ricans; 3)
those responding that English was not their dominant language; and, 4) those responding that they were
not fluent in English. The difference for the total group was 0.85 years. The biggest age difference, 2.27
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years, was for the Canadian aborigine group. Relatively large differences were also obtained for the NA
(2.03 years) and Chicano/Mexican American (2.02 years) groups. The smallest differences in age were
found for the Puerto Rican (0.24 years) and Asian/Pacific Islander (0.38 years) ethnic groups, and for
those indicating English was not their dominant language (0.40 years). :

Table 5: Comparison of Respondents and Non-Respondents -- February 1991

Respondents Non-Respondents Differences
Subgroup N % LSAT Age N % _LSAT Age LSAT __ Age
Gender '
F 13,188 9170 2941 2675 1,193 830 2814 2785 127  -1.10
M 16,885 8950 29.80 26.86 1,980 1050 2869  27.55 .11 -0.69
NR 1,001 89.78 3097 2874 114 1022 3019 29.42 0.78 -0.68
Ethnicity
NA 175 8929 2662 3021 21 1071 2619 3224 043  -2.03
AL 1,512 8873 2885 25.80 192 1127 2828 2542 057 0.38
B/AA 3,109 8954 2272 2819 363 1046 2204  30.17 068 -1.98
CA 117 8478 2444 2959 21 1522 2271 3186 173 227
C 23,339 9128 3117 2673 2230 872 3055 27.51 062 -0.78
CMA 323 8972 2684 2737 37 1028 2422 2535 262 202
H 858 8854 2695 2621 111 1146 2674 2753 021 132
PR 641 8490 1995 2747 114 1510 1756 2723 239 024
Other 830 8646 2772 2670 130 1354 2662 2725 1.10 055
NR 170 7143 2991 2791 68 2857 2819 29.00 172 -1.09
Dominant Language
English 28388 91.74 3007 2678 2,557 826 2895 27.60 .12 -0.82
Other 1,656 8734 2307 2807 240 1266 2100 27.67 207 040
NR 1,030 6776 29.14 2731 490 3224 3013 28.42 09 -1.11
Fluent in English
Yes 29,3457 9149 2983 26.82 2,729 851 2858 2758 125 0.7
No 304 8468 1755 2849 55 1532 1587 27.02 168  1.47
NR 1,425 7391 2906 2762 503 2609 2972 28.56 066 -094
Total 31,074 9043 2967 26.87 3287 957 2854 2772 113 085

3.3 Methods Utilization

One of the primary analyses conducted for this study was the determination of the extent to which
different methods of test preparation were being utilized. This was accomplished simply by tallying the
percent of the respondents indicating they used a particular method. Note that at this point no attempt was
made to identify respondents who had utilized only a particular method. That is, a respondent was
counted in the percent using a method even if that respondent utilized other methods, too.

June 1990 administration. Table 6 shows for the total group and each subgroup the percent of
respondents indicating they used each method of test preparation for the June 1990 administration. As
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can be seen in the table, for the total group only 3.45 percent of the respondents indicated they engaged

in no preparation activities. Thus, 96.55 percent of the respondents indicated that they used one or more
methods of preparation.

Table 6: Percent of Respondents Using Each Method of Preparation -- June 1990

Method of Preparation'
Subgroup N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Gender
F 9,404 5593 5062 42.81 5138  38.11 1045 3850 3.87 2.01
M 11,763 5061 4369 3958 4640 3454 786  39.82 498 457
NR 552 57.07 51.81 69.93 54.53 35.51 7.61 42.03 5.07 4.17
Ethnicity
NA 104 5673 3750 3558 47.12 28385 1250 36.54 8.65 481
A/Pl 909 51.82 47.74 47.96 47.74 35.75 7.04 40.15 341 297
B/AA 1,304 4739 3903 3259 4179 2807 1097 40.11 498 3.07
CA 22 4545 5455 5909 4091 4091 455 2727 9.09 9.09
Cc 17,961 5417 4809 4266 4991 36.91 895 3925 439 3.27
CMA 196 4643 3622 2806 4592 33116 1224 3724 3.06 3.06
H 490 4490 4061 3816 4429 3878 1061 38.37 429 3.88
PR 229 388 3231 2314 2969 23.14 480 2882 480 1441
Other 395 4835 @ 4177 4025 4051 37.47 709 4228 9.37 532
NR 109 4587 4128 3670 4954  25.69 459 5596 7.34 9.17
Dominant Language '
English 20,382 53.69 4753 4222 4944 3654 9.06  39.51 447 3.15
Other 673 4383 3596 3343 3492 26.15 6.69  35.66 4.46 8.92
NR 664 4367 3840 3584 4217 33.13 858 36.75 557 723
Fluent in English
Yes 20,750 5340 4726 4208 49.00 36.37 894 3956 448 3.28
No 101 4257 3366 2574 2574 1386 495 2475 297 18381
NR 868 4666 3963 3583 4585 3249 10.14 3491 5.18 5.76
Total 21,719 5308 4689 4175 48.76  36.11 897 3931 4.50 3.45

!1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book; 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book net published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

Of the eight methods listed, the most popular (selected by 53.08 percent) was studying the sample
questions in the. Law Services Information Book. The second most popular method, selected by 48.76
percent of the respondents, was using a book on preparing for the LSAT not published by Law Services,
followed closely (46.89 percent) by taking the sample test in the Law Services Information Book. Next
in popularity, with 41.75 percent, came the Law Services test preparation materials, followed by self-study
(39.31 percent) and attendance at a commercial coaching school (36.11 percent). The remaining two
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methods were utilized by considerably fewer respondents, with undergraduate institution preparation
courses drawing 8.97 percent and the category of other methods drawing 4.50 percent.

While much the same pattern was observed for all of the subgroups, there were some departures.
The most notable of these is the finding that the percent of respondents not using any method of test
preparation was substantially larger for certain subgroups. For instance, 14.41 percent of Puerto Ricans
indicated they used no method of test preparation, and 9.09 percent of Canadian aborigines indicated they

‘used no method of preparation. The non-usage rate was quite high also for those not responding to the

ethnicity question (9.17 percent), those indicating English was not their dominant language (8.92 percent),
and those not answering the language dominance question (7.23 percent). The highest rate for using no
method, however, was for those respondents indicating they were not fluent in English (18.81 percent),
and the lowest rate was for females (2.01 percent).

Other appreciable departures from the pattern apparent for the total group for the June 1990
administration include the strikingly high percent (69.93) of respondents who chose not to answer the
gender question reported use of the Law Services test preparation materials -- the percents were also high
for Canadian aborigines (59.09) and Asian/Pacific Islanders (47.96). Also, females, Native Americans,
Black/Afro-Americans, Chicano/Mexican Americans, and Hispanics were more likely to report attending
undergraduate institution preparation courses than was the group as a whole, as were those respondents
choosing not to answer the English fluency question. Finally, relatively few respondents (13.86 percent)
indicating they were not fluent in English reported attending a commercial test preparation course -- the
percents were also low for Puerto Ricans (23.14), Black/Afro-Americans (28.07), Native Americans
(28.85), those indicating English was not their dominant language (26.15), and those not answering the
ethnicity question (25.69). - '

October 1990 administration. Table 7 summarizes the results of the methods utilization analyses
for the October 1990 administration. As can be seen in the table, for the total group only 3.08 percent
of the respondents indicated they engaged in no preparation activities. Thus, 96.92 percent of the
respondents indicated that they used one or more methods of preparation.

Of the eight methods listed, the most popular (selected by 52.04 percent) was studying the sample
questions in the Law Services Information Book. The second most popular method, selected by 48.91
percent of the respondents, was using a book on preparing for the LSAT not published by Law Services,
followed closely (46.50 percent) by taking the sample test in the Law Services Information Book. Next
in popularity, with 46.11 percent, came the Law Services test preparation materials, followed by self-study
(41.45 percent) and attendance at a commercial coaching school (40.18 percent). The remaining two
methods were utilized by considerably fewer respondents, with undergraduate institution preparation
courses drawing 8.27 percent and the category of other methods drawing 4.39 percent.

As was the case with the June administration, there were some departures from the total group
pattern among the subgroups. Among these is the finding that the percent of respondents indicating they
were not fluent in English who reported using no test preparation methods was 12.93 percent. This was
well above the percent for the total group, though not as extreme as for June. The lowest non-usage rate
was for those not answering the gender question (1.64), followed closely by Chicano/Mexican Americans
(1.89) and females (1.96). Other exceptional usage rates from Table 7 include the 72.29 percent rate for
use of Law Services test preparation materials among those not answering the gender question, and the’
relatively low rate for use of commercial test preparation courses among those not fluent in English (24.49
percent) and Puerto Ricans (28.12).
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Table 7: Percent of Respondents Using Each Method of Preparation -- October 1990

Method of Preparation’
) Subgroup N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Gender
F 18943 5420 4961 4782 5122 4240 952 4103 3.63 1.96
M 22,510 50.06 43.49 43.12 46.66 38.31 7.21 4145 501. 412
NR 1,339 5467 53.10 7229 5407 40.10 844 4742 478 1.64
Ethnicity
NA 218 4495 4450 4037 4862 3349 1055 4587 688  5.05
A/P1 2,261 5060 4591 5210 4772 4122 531 4303 425 3.23
B/AA 2,493 4809 3831 36.78 45.01 3734 1071 4541 517 257
CA 46 6522 6087 5652 5435  34.78 652 4783 652 435
C 34,852 5287 4756 4676  49.67 4039 828 4111 432 3.01
CMA 476 5105 4307 4433 5294 4160 1092 4433 3.36 1.89
H 1,054 4488 40.13 4080 4450 44.88 825 3994 417 3.23
PR 377 4483 3369 31.83 3448 28.12 477 3448 212 743
Other 862 4756 4548 47.10 4339 3852 824 4234 638 499
NR 153 5098 3725 3922 3987 3464 850 3791 523 523
Dominant Language
English 40,242 5234 4690 4649 4945 4054 839 4170 441 2.89
Other 1,371 4887 4041 4004 38.00 31.00 591  36.03 387 627
NR 1,179 4546 3978  40.37 4309 3825 679 3944 433 6.11
Fluent in English
Yes 41,033 5225 4676 4634  49.14 4031 833 4159 440 296
No 147 4762 3537 3333 3741 2449 680 3265 408 1293
NR 1,612 4702 4076 4163 4404 3821 701 3865 428 533
Total 42,792 52.04 4650 46.11 4891  40.18 827 4145 4.39 3.08

!1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book, 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

December 1990 administration. Table 8 summarizes the results of the methods utilization
analyses for the December 1990 administration. As the table shows, for the total group 4.46 percent of
the respondents indicated they engaged in no preparation activities. Thus, 95.54 percent of the respondents
indicated that they used one or more methods of preparation.

Of the eight methods listed, the method most often selected (51.85 percent) was studying the
sample questions in the Law Services Information Book. The second most popular method, selected by
48.60 percent of the respondents, was using a book on preparing for the LSAT not published by Law
Services, followed by taking the sample test in the Law Services Information Book (44.49 percent). Next
in popularity, with 41.60 percent, came self-study, followed by the Law Services test preparation materials
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(41.24 percent). Next, following at a substantial distance, was attendance at a commercial coaching school
(30.33 percent). As with the June and October data, the remaining two methods were utilized by
considerably fewer respondents, with undergraduate institution preparation courses drawing 8.49 percent
and the category of other methods drawing 4.71 percent.

Table 8: Percent of Respondents Using Each Method of Preparation -- December 1990

Method of Preparation'
| Subgroup N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Gender .
F 15401 5494 47.72 ° 4319 5078 3305 1033 4129 4.07 294
M 19,245 49.37 41.74 38.04 46.53 28.15 7.05 41.51 522 5.74
NR 1,121 5192 4746 6940 5406 3024 785 4746 491 3.48
Ethnicity
NA 221 5611 4570 3982 4706 2896 1086 4208 5.43 498
A/PI © 2,011 4724 4252 4560 4635  29.39 691 4147 3.98 5.82
B/AA 3,402 4885 3918 3354 4594 2913 1214 - 4571 5.14 3.47
CA 84 6548 50.00 4167 4643 3095 952  36.90 4.76 0.00
C 27,024 5322 4621 4261  50.10 3033 797 4111 4.60 430
CMA 576 4635 3889 36.11 4531 3524 1042 4236 451 2.60
H 952 4034  33.51 3456  39.71 3687 1376 4391 4.62 3.47
PR 512 4746 3281 2520 3320 2402 781  36.13 430 1250
Other 821 4787 38.12 4032 3946  33.01 658  42.14 8.53 6.58
NR 164 5244 4329 3476 4268 1829 732 39.02 549 12.80
Dominant Language
English 33,076 52.42 45.15 4173 .4942 © 30.74 8.68 41.92 4.71 4.13
Other 1,612 4361 3412 3344 3499 2500 602 3548 4.03 8.75
NR 1,079 4652 3994 3791 4356 2558 639  41.15 593 8.34
Fluent in English
Yes 34013 5210 4480 4150 4891  30.54 856 41.72 4.70 426
No 219 3836 2329 2146 2922 2146 548 2466 502 2055
NR 1,535 4814 4078 3837 4443 2678 736 4143 5.08 6.64
Total 35,767 5185 4449 4124 4860  30.33 849 41.60 471 4.46

!1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book; 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

As was the case with the earlier administrations, there were some departures from the total group
patten among the subgroups. These include the finding that the percent of respondents indicating they
were not fluent in English who reported using no test preparation methods was 20.55 percent. This was
well above the percent for the total group, and was more extreme than either June or October. Other
relatively high non-usage rates included 12.80 percent among those not answering the ethnicity question,
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and 12.50 percent among those indicating they were Puerto Rican. The lowest non-usage rate was for the
Canadian aborigine group (0 percent). One other exceptional usage rate from Table 8 was the 69.40
percent rate for use of Law Services test preparation materials among those not answering the gender
question.

February 1991 administration. Table 9 summarizes the results of the methods utilization
analyses for the February 1991 administration. As the table shows, for the total group 5.50 percent of the
respondents indicated they engaged in no preparation activities. That is, 94.50 percent of the respondents
indicated that they used one or more methods of preparation.

Table 9: Percent of Respondents Using Each Method of Preparation -- February 1991

Method of Preparation’

|_Subgroup N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Gender
F 13,188 5271 4569 3935 4823 29.75 8.81 39.04 4.12 372
M 16,885 46.86 3854 3434 4323 26.11 6.76  39.75 4.93 6.96
NR 1,001 5534 5135 67.13 5035 2627 6.59 4585 4.90 440

Ethnicity
NA 175 4343 37.711 2571 37.71 22.86 857 3657 514 1143
A/P] 1,512 4696 4134 4173 4352 2831 5.16 4101 443 6.35
B/AA 3,100 4789 3647 3075 4194 2345 10.71 4429 4.99 3.99
CA 117 5470 47.01 3590 41.88 13.68 769 34.19 8.55 5.13
C 23,339 5097 4392 3929 47.81 28.59 7.37 3926 4.56 5.07
C/MA 323 4551 3808 3034 3932 3251 6.81 37177 2.79 5.88
H 858 37.18 3054 3147 3392 31.82 1049  39.86 4.78 455
PR 641 4259 2574 15.29 19.34 1295 4.06 2637 265 21.68
Other 830 4470 3747 36.14 3880 25.66 8.19 4241 554 7.83
NR 170 44.12 3235 2941 3765 21.18 529 41.18 471 1059

Dominant Language
English 28,388 5027 4287 3829 4680 2832 7.74  40.09 464 489

Other 1,656 4149  30.13 2723 2820 18.66 525 3291 296 1341

NR 1,030 4485 3650 3291 3990 2398 8.16 38.16 5.83 9.61
Fluent in English

Yes 29,345 4995 4235 3797 4598  28.00 7.65  39.89 457 514

No 304 3882 2138 1480 15.13 9.21 329 27.63 329 2599

NR 1425 4505 3888 3326 4372 2463 807 3726 5.33 8.56
Total 31074 4962 4198 3752 4558  27.66 762  39.65 459 550

'1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the /nformation Book, 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.
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The method most often selected (49.62 percent) was studying the sample questions in the Law
Services Information Book. The second most popular method, selected by 45.58 percent of the
respondents, was using a book on preparing for the LSAT not published by Law Services, followed by
taking the sample test in the Law Services Information Book (41.98 percent). Next in popularity, with
39.65 percent, came self-study, followed by the Law Services test preparation materials (37.52 percent).
Next was attendance at a commercial coaching school (27.66 percent). Once again, the remaining two
methods were utilized by considerably fewer respondents, with undergraduate institution preparation
courses drawing 7.62 percent and the category of other methods drawing 4.59 percent.

Again, there were some departures from the total group pattem among the subgroups. These
include the finding that a substantial percent (25.99) of respondents indicating they were not fluent in
English reported not using any test preparation method. Other relatively high non-usage rates included
21.68 percent among those indicating they were Puerto Rican, 13.41 percent among those indicating
English was not their dominant language, 11.43 percent among Native Americans, and 10.59 percent
among those not answering the ethnicity question. The lowest non-usage rates were 3.72 percent for
females and 3.99 percent for the Black/Afro-American group. As was the case with the other
administrations, a relatively high rate (67.13 percent) of use of Law Services test preparation materials was
found among those not answering the gender question.

3.4 Number of Methods Used

In addition to examining the percent of test takers utilizing each test preparation method, analyses
were performed to examine the extent to which test takers were utilizing combinations. of preparation
methods. This was accomplished in three ways. First, the percent of test takers reporting use of each
possible number of methods (0 through 8) was tabulated for the total group and for each subgroup. Then,
the average number of methods used was tabulated for the total group and each subgroup. Finally, for
those respondents indicating use of multiple methods, an investigation of which combinations of methods
were most popular was conducted.

June 1990 administration. Table 10 summarizes the results of the analyses of the number of
methods used for the June 1990 administration. The table shows for the total group and each subgroup
the percent of ‘respondents indicating they used each number of methods of test preparation. Also shown
is the mean number of methods used for each group. Note that, as was reported in Table 6, the percent
of the total June group using no method of preparation was 3.45. The highest percent for the total group,
25.33, was obtained for use of one method, while 17.22 percent indicated use of two methods. The
percent indicating use of three methods was 19.23, while 18.06 percent reported using four methods of
test preparation. The percents using successively higher numbers of methods then drops off quickly, with
11.44 percent indicating five methods, 4.47 indicating six, and less than 1 percent indicating use of seven
or eight methods. For the total group the mean number of methods used was 2.79.

Among the subgroups examined in this study, the highest mean number of methods used (3.24)
was obtained for those respondents choosing not to respond to the gender question. For this group, the
most common (modal) number of methods used was 4, with 21.38 percent, while only 17.75 percent
indicated use of only one method. The next highest mean was for females (2.92). Other groups with a
modal response of more than one method included those not responding to the ethnicity question, with
a mode of 4 (21.10 percent), and Canadian aborigines, with a mode of 2 (22.73 percent).
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Table 10: Frequency Distribution of Number of Methods Used -- June 1990

—Percent Using Each Possible Number of Methods of Preparation
Subgroup 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Mean
Gender
F 201 2222 178 2080 1987 1222 4.40 0.52 0.09 292
M 457 2817 1691 1804 1646 1058 4.37 0.75 0.14- 267
NR 417 1775 1286 1793  21.38 16.49 761 1.81 0.00 324
Ethnicity
NA 481 2404 2308 2019 1442 7.69 4.81 0.00 0.96 263
A/Pl 297 2783 1628 1683  16.83 12.98 550 0.66 0.11 282
B/AA 307 3367 2078 1564 14.88 9.13 230 0.46 0.08 245
CA 9.09 1818 2273 1818 13.64 9.09 0.00 9.09 0.00 282
C 327 2407 1706 1968 18.72 11.84 459 0.66 0.11 284
C/MA 3.06 3571 1837 18838 1224 7.14 3.57 1.02 0.00 242
H 388 3204 1571 1898  14.49 8.98 490 0.82 020 2.60
PR 1441 3930 1572 1528 8.73 5.68 0.44 044 000 186
Other 532 29.87 1443 1975 1468 7.85 5.82 203 0.25 267
NR 9.17 20.18 1927 1651 21.10 8.26 550 0.00 0.00 267
Dominant Language
English 315 2469 1731 1950 1834 1163 458 0.69 0.10 282
Other 892 3655 1649 1516 1248 7.28 2.38 045 0.30 221
NR 723 3358 1521 1506 15.06 9.79 3.16 0.45 045 2.4
Fluent in English '
Yes 328 2497 17.31 1930 1827 1154 453 0.68 0.10 2381
No 18.81 38.61 1089 18381 9.90 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.00 1.74
NR 576 3237 1578 1763 1394 1037 3.23 0.46 046 251
Total 345 2533 1722 1923 1806 1144 447 0.68 0.12 2.79

The highest percentage obtained for use of only one method was 39.30, obtained for Puerto Rican
respondents. This was followed closely by the 38.61 percent obtained for those not fluent in English.
Other high values were 36.55 percent for those indicating English was not their dominant language, 35.71
percent for the Chicano/Mexican American group, 33.67 percent for the Black/Afro- American group, 33.58
percent for those not responding to the dominant language question, 32.37 percent for those not responding
to the English fluency question, and 32.04 for the Hispanic group. The lowest percent obtained for use
of only one method was 17.75 for those not answering the gender question, and 18.18 for the Canadian
aborigine group.

Among the 5,502 respondents indicating they used only one method of preparation, the most
popular method (38.95 percent) was method 5, attending a commercial preparation school. This was
followed by using a book not published by Law Services (20.60 percent) and self-study (12.40 percent).
Among the 3,740 respondents indicating use of two methods, the most popular combinations were methods
1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law Services Information Book (14.12 percent);
methods 3 and 5, Law Services preparation materials with a commercial preparation school (11.31
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percent); methods 4 and 7, a book not published by Law Services with self-study (11.04 percent); methods
5 and 7, a commercial school with self-study (10.00 percent); methods 1 and 4, the sample questions from
the Law Services Information Book with a book not published by Law Services (9.22 percent); and,
methods 3 and 4, Law Services preparation materials with a book not published by Law Services (9.20
percent).

For the 4,177 respondents indicating use of three methods, 20.80 percent indicated they used a
combination of methods 1 and 2 with 4 (the sample questions and sample test from the Law Services
Information Book with a book not published by Law Services), while 13.24 reported using the combination
of methods 1 through 3 (the sample questions and sample test from the Law Services Information Book
with the Law Services test preparation materials).

Among the 3,923 respondents indicating use of four methods of preparation, the most commonly
reported combinations all involved methods 1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book. The most popular combination (22.79 percent) combined methods 1 and 2
with methods 3 (the Law Services test preparation materials) and 4 (a book not published by Law
Services). The second most popular combination of four methods (20.04 percent) combined methods 1,
2, and 4 with 7 (self-study), and this was followed by the combination of methods 1 through 3 with
method 5, a commercial preparation school (13.10 percent).

For the 2,485 respondents indicating they used five methods of test preparation, the most common
combination (39.64 percent) was use of methods 1 through 4 (all three types of Law Services materials,
along with a book not published by Law Services) with method 7, self-study. The second most common
combination (15.77 percent) was identical to the first except for the substitution of method 5, a
commercial school, in place of self-study. Finally, the third most common combination (11.39 percent)
was the three sets of Law Services materials (methods 1-3) in conjunction with a commercial school and
self-study.

Among the 970 respondents who indicated they used six methods to prepare for the test, 58.56
percent reported using all methods except method 6, an undergraduate preparation course, and method 8,
other materials. The second most popular combination (19.79 percent) included all methods except 5, a
commercial school, and 8, other materials. Following this, with 11.44 percent, was the combination of
all methods except 5, a commercial school, and 6, an undergraduate institution course.

For the 147 respondents reporting use of seven methods, 53.06 percent used all but an
undergraduate course, while 36.73 percent used all methods but method 8, other materials. There were
25 respondents who reported using all eight methods.

October 1990 administration. Table 11 summarizes the results of the analyses of the number
of methods used for the October 1990 administration. As was reported in Table 7, the percent of the total
October group using no method of preparation was 3.08. The highest percent for the total group, 24.17, -
was obtained for use of one method, while 16.91 percent indicated use of two methods. The percent
indicating use of three methods was 18.98, while 18.46 percent reported using four methods of test
preparation. The percents using successively higher numbers of methods again drops off quickly, with
12.33 percent indicating five methods, 5.14 indicating six, and less than 1 percent indicating use of seven
or eight methods. For the total group the mean number of methods used was 2.88.
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Table 11: Frequency Distribution of Number of Methods Used -- October 1990

Percent Using Each Possible Number of Methods of Preparation

Subgroup 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8  Mean

Gender
F 196 2125 1733  20.16 20.18 1322 5.21 0.64 0.07 2.99
M 412 2696 16.83 18.03 16.87 1124 4.85 097 0.13 . 275
NR 1.64 18.45 1240 1830 20.76 18.30 9.04 0.97 0.15 3.35

Ethnicity .
NA 505 2339 2248 1514 1697 10.55 5.05 0.46 092 275
A/Pl 323 24.46 1650 17.78 1875 1243 5.88 0.88 0.09 290
B/AA 257  29.16 19.09 1833 15.84 9.87 429 0.72 0.12 267
CA 435 10.87 1522 2391 1522 2391 652 0.00 0.00 3.33
C 3.01 23.40 1678 19.14 1893 12.64 5.18 0.82 0.10 291
C/MA 1.89  26.89 16.18  16.81 17.23 13.87 6.30 0.84 0.00 292
H 323 3027 16.13 18.41 1594 10.63 493 047 0.00 268
PR 7.43 3448 2175 2016 8.75 3.98 3.18 027 0.00 2.14
Other 499 2633 14.85 19.49 1555 1241 452 1.74 0.12 2.79
NR 523 30.07 1830 2092 12.42 6.54 458 1.31 0.65 254

Dominant Language '
English 289 2368 1696 19.08 1868 1262 5.17 0.82 0.10 290

Other 627 3260 1648 1751 14.88 7.73 3.87 0.58 0.07 244

NR 6.11 30.87 1586 1722 15.01 797 5.60 1.10 0.25 258
Fluent in English

Yes 296 2396 16.88 19.02 1864 1247 5.15 0.81 0.10 2.89

No 1293 3197 16.33 17.01 10.20 6.12 3.40 2.04 0.00 222

- NR 533 2872 17.68 1830 1445 9.55 4.84 0.93 0.19 2.62

Total 3.08 2417 16.91 1898 1846 1233 5.14 0.82 0.11 2.88

The highest subgroup mean number of methods used (3.35) for October was obtained for those
respondents choosing not to respond to the gender question. For this group, the modal number of methods
used was 4, with 20.76 percent, while only 18.45 percent indicated use of only one method. The next
highest mean was for Canadian aborigines (3.33), for which the modes were 3 and 5 methods (each at
23.91 percent).

The highest percentage obtained for use of only one method was 34.48, obtained for Puerto Rican
respondents. This was followed by the 32.60 percent obtained for those indicating English was not their
dominant language. Other high values were 31.97 percent for those not fluent in English, 30.87 percent
for those not responding to the dominant language question, 30.27 percent for Hispanics, and 30.07 for
those not responding to the ethnicity question. The lowest percent obtained for use of only one method
was 10.87 for the Canadian aborigine group.

Among the 10,341 October respondents indicating they used only one method of preparation, the
most popular method (44.19 percent) was method 5, attending a commercial preparation school. This was
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followed by using a book not published by Law Services (17.65 percent) and self-study (12.57 percent).
Among the 7,237 respondents indicating use of two methods, the most popular combinations were methods
3 and 5, Law Services preparation materials with a commercial preparation school (13.94 percent);
methods 5 and 7, a commercial school with self-study (11.40 percent); methods 4 and 7, a book not
published by Law Services with self-study (11.28 percent); and, methods 1 and 2, the sample questions
and sample test from the Law Services Information Book (10.27 percent).

For the 8,123 respondents indicating use of three methods, 16.68 percent reported using the
combination of methods 1 and 2 with method 4 (the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book with a book not published by Law Services). Following this, 13.43 percent
indicated they used a combination of methods 1 through 3 (the sample questions and sample test from the
Law Services Information Book with the Law Services test preparation materials).

Among the 7,898 respondents indicating use of four methods of preparation, the most commonly
reported combinations all involved methods 1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book. The most popular combination (22.18 percent) combined methods 1 and 2
with methods 3 (the Law Services test preparation materials) and 4 (a book not published by Law
Services). The second most popular combination of four methods (18.37 percent) combined methods 1,
2, and 4 with 7 (self-study), and this was followed by the combination of methods 1 through 3 with
method 5, a commercial preparation school (13.90 percent).

For the 5,278 respondents indicating they used five methods of test preparation, the most common
combination (41.78 percent) was use of methods 1 through 4 (all three types of Law Services materials,
along with a book not published by Law Services) with method 7, self-study. The second most common
combination (16.65 percent) was identical to the first except for the substitution of method 5, a
commercial school, in place of self-study. Finally, the third most common combination (12.26 percent)
was the three sets of Law Services materials (methods 1-3) in conjunction with a commercial school and
self-study.

Among the 2,198 respondents who indicated they used six methods to prepare for the test, 62.56
percent reported using all methods except method 6, an undergraduate preparation course, and method 8,
other materials. The second most popular combination (18.43 percent) included all methods except 5, a
commercial school, and 8, other materials. Following this, with 9.87 percent, was the combination of all
methods except 5, a commercial school, and 6, an undergraduate institution course.

For the 352 respondents reporting use of seven methods, 49.72 percent used all but an
undergraduate course, while 40.63 percent used all methods but method 8, other materials. There were
45 respondents who reported using all eight methods.

December 1990 administration. Table 12 summarizes the results of the analyses of the number
of methods used for the December 1990 administration. As was reported in Table 8, the percent of the
total December group using no method of preparation was 4.46. The highest percent for the total group,
26.12, was obtained for use of one method, while 17.54 percent indicated use of two methods. The
percent indicating use of three methods was 18.98, while 17.15 percent reported using four methods of
test preparation. The percents using successively higher numbers of methods again drops off quickly, with
10.85 percent indicating five methods, 4.12 indicating six, and less than 1 percent indicating use of seven
or eight methods. For the total group the mean number of methods used was 2.71.
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Table 12: Frequency Distribution of Number of Methods Used -- December 1990

Percent Using Each Possible Number of Methods of Preparation

Subgroup 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8  Mean

Gender
F 294 22.90 17.93 20.53 19.12 11.59 4.38 053 0.08 2.85
M 5.74 29.00 17.52 17.71 1546 9.88 3.79 0.75 0.15 - 2.58
NR 348 20.79 12.49 19.36 19.09 17.13 6.33 125 0.09 3.13

Ethnicity
NA 498 24.89 16.74 20.81 15.84 9.05 7.24 045 0.00 2.76
A/PI 5.82 28.74 16.46 16.86 1591 11.09 3.98 0.90 0.25 2.63
B/AA 347 30.07 18.34 18.43 16.40 8.64 3.82 0.73 0.09 2.60
CA 0.00 33.33 15.48 16.67 13.10 10.71 9.52 1.19 0.00 2.86
C 4.30 24.85 17.38 19.36 17.76 11.47 4.14 0.61 0.11 2.76
C/MA 2.60 31.08 18.58 19.44 14.41 9.20 3.82 0.87 0.00 2.59
H 347 3424 17.65 19.01 13.03 7.77 4.10 - 074 0.00 247
PR 12.50 30.27 23.05 14.45 11.13 547 2.54 0.59 0.00 211
Other 6.58 29.60 18.51 1559 14.74 8.16 5.12 1.46 0.24 2.56
NR 12.80 23.78 1524 20.73 15.85 7.32 3.05 1.22 0.00 243

Dominant Language
English 413 2552 1750 1920 1753 1112 423 0.66 0.11 2.75

Other 875 3623 1892 15.01 11.72 6.33 230 0.68 0.06 217

NR 834 2938 1677 1807 1353 9.08 3.61 1.02 0.19 2.47
Fluent in English

Yes 426 2593 17.51 1904 1737 1096 4.16 0.66 0.11 273

No 2055 3379 2329 9.13 731 4.57 0.46 091 0.00 1.69

NR 664 2912 1739 19.09 1375 9.12 3.78 0.91 0.20 252
Total 446 2612 1754 1898 17.15  10.85 4.12 0.67 0.11 2.7

As for the previous administrations, the highest subgroup mean number of methods used (3.13)
for December was obtained for those respondents choosing not to respond to the gender question. For
this group, the modal number of methods used was 1, with 20.79 percent, but 19.36 percent reported three
methods and 19.09 reported four methods. The next highest mean was for Canadian aborigines (2.86),
for which the mode was 1, but for which no one reported using no methods and a relatively high percent
(9.52) reported use of six methods. The Canadian aborigine mean was followed closely by the mean for
females (2.85).

The highest percentage obtained for use of only one method was 36.23, obtained for respondents
for whom English was not the dominant language. Other high percentages were obtained for Hispanics
(34.24), those not fluent in English (33.79), Canadian aborigines (33.33), Chicano/Mexican Americans
(31.08), and Black/Afro-Americans (30.07). The lowest percent obtained for use of only one method was
20.79 for the respondents choosing not to answer the gender question.

Among the 9,341 December respondents indicating they used only one method of preparation, the
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most popular method (32.94 percent) was method 5, attending a commercial preparation school. This was
followed by using a book not published by Law Services (20.44 percent) and self-study (16.82 percent).
Among the 6,273 respondents indicating use of two methods, the most popular combinations were methods
1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law Services Information Book (14.25 percent);
methods 4 and 7, a book not published by Law Services with self-study (13.88 percent); methods 1 and
4, the sample questions the Law Services Information Book and a book not published by Law Services
(9.61 percent); methods 3 and 4, the Law Services test preparation materials with a book not published
by Law Services (9.55 percent); and, methods 5 and 7, the combination of a commercial school and self-
study (9.25 percent).

For the 6,788 respondents indicating use of three methods, 19.36 percent reported using the
combination of methods 1 and 2 with method 4 (the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book with a book not published by Law Services). Following this, 14.76 percent
indicated they used a combination of methods 1 through 3 (the sample questions and sample test from the
Law Services Information Book with the Law Services test preparation materials).

Among the 6,134 respondents indicating use of four methods of preparation, the most commonly
reported combinations all involved methods 1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book. The most popular combination (24.89 percent) combined methods 1 and 2
with methods 3 (the Law Services test preparation materials) and 4 (a book not published by Law
Services). The second most popular combination of four methods (22.45 percent) combined methods 1,
2, and 4 with 7 (self-study). The third most common combination coupled methods 1 through 3 with
method 7, self-study (9.03 percent), and this was followed by the combination of methods 1 through 3
with method 5, a commercial preparation school (8.82 percent).

For the 3,879 respondents indicating they used five methods of test preparation, the most common
combination (44.65 percent) was use of methods 1 through 4 (all three types of Law Services materials,
along with a book not published by Law Services) with method 7, self-study. The second most common
combination (13.79 percent) was identical to the first except for the substitution of method 5, a
commercial school, in place of self-study. Finally, the third most common combination (10.70 percent)
was the three sets of Law Services materials (methods 1-3) in conjunction with a commercial school and
self-study.

Among the 1,475 respondents who indicated they used six methods to prepare for the test, 59.32
percent reported using all methods except method 6, an undergraduate preparation course, and method 8,
other materials. The second most popular combination (17.36 percent) included all methods except 5, a
. commercial school, and 8, other materials. Following this, with 12.88 percent, was the combination of
all methods except 5, a commercial school, and 6, an undergraduate institution course.

For the 240 respondents reporting use of seven methods, 44.58 percent used all but an
undergraduate course, while 42.92 percent used all methods but method 8, other materials. There were
41 respondents who reported using all eight methods.

February 1991 administration. Table 13 summarizes the results of the analyses of the number
of methods used for the February 1991 administration. As was reported in Table 9, the percent of the
total February group using no method of preparation was 5.50. The highest percent for the total group,
29.10, was obtained for use of one method, while 18.31 percent indicated use of two methods. The
percent indicating use of three methods was 18.33, while 15.18 percent reported using four methods of
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test preparation. The percents using successively higher numbers of methods again drops off quickly, with

9.46 percent indicating five methods, 3.42 indicating six, and less than 1 percent indicating use of seven
or eight methods. For the total group the mean number of methods used was 2.54.

Table 13: Frequency Distribution of Number of Methods Used -- February 1991

Percent Using Each Possible Number of Methods of Preparation

Subgroup 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  Mean

Gender
F 372 2574 1943 1984 1733 993 355 039 007 268
M 69 3214 1772 1726 1333 863 316 071  0.10 241
NR 440 2198 1359 1658 18.18 1738 619 150 020  3.08

Ethnicity _
NA 1143 3314 2171 1086 1200 629 28 171 000 2.8
A/PI 635 3009 1660 1806 1481 985 337 066 020 252
B/AA 399 3342 1959 1833 1399 772 248 039  0.10 240
CA 513 3419 1880 1368. 1453 940 427 000 000 244
C 507 2759 1806 1883 1592 1012 368 064 009 262
CMA 588 3437 1920 1548 1517 619 372 000 000 233
H 455 3834 2145 1597 1072 6.8 245 035 000 220
PR 2168 4119 1685 1154 484 328 062 000 000 149
Other 783 3072 1988 1590 1349 783 301 108 024 239
NR 1059 3000 2118 1824 1294 529 176 000 000 2.16

Dominant Language
English 489 2840 1834 1857 1575 9.83 3.52 0.62 0.08 2.59

Other 1341 3895 1830 1461 8.39 4.65 1.33 0.24 0.12 1.87
< NR 961 3233 1767 1757 10.58 7.09 4.17 0.68 0.29 2.30
Fluent in English

Yes 5.14 2885 1834 1849 1542 9.66 3.41 0.61 0.08 2.56

No 2599 4276  15.79 7.89 428 2.30 0.33 0.33 0.33 134

NR 856 3123 1832 - 17.33 12.56 6.88 435 0.56 0.21 2.36
Total 550  29.10 1831 18.33 15.18 9.46 3.42 0.60 0.09 2.54

As for the previous administrations, the highest subgroup mean number of methods used (3.08)
for February was obtained for those respondents choosing not to respond to the gender question. For this
group, the modal number of methods used was 1, with 21.98 percent, but 18.18 percent reported four
methods and 17.38 reported five methods. The next highest mean was for females (2.68), which was
followed closely by Caucasians (2.62).

The highest percentage obtained for use of only one method was 42.76, obtained for respondents
not fluent in English. Other high percentages were obtained for Puerto Ricans (41.19), those for whom
English was not the dominant language (38.95), and Hispanics (38.34). The lowest percent obtained for
use of only one method was 21.98 for the respondents choosing not to answer the gender question.
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For the 9,041 February respondents indicating use of only one method of preparation, the most
popular method (30.18 percent) was attending a commercial preparation school, followed by using a book
not published by Law Services (20.40 percent) and self-study (17.76 percent). Of the 5,691 respondents
indicating use of two methods, the most popular pairs were methods 1 and 2, the sample questions and
sample test from the Law Services Information Book (16.15 percent); methods 4 and 7, a book not
published by Law Services with self-study (12.72 percent); and, methods 1 and 4, the sample questions

in the Law Services Information Book and a book not published by Law Services (10.03 percent).

For the 5,696 respondents indicating use of three methods, 21.08 percent reported using the
combination of methods 1 and 2 with method 4 (the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book with a book not published by Law Services). Following this, 15.45 percent
indicated they used a combination of methods 1 through 3 (the sample questions and sample test from the
Law Services Information Book with the Law Services test preparation materials).

Among the 4,718 respondents indicating use of four methods of preparation, the most commonly
reported combinations all involved methods 1 and 2, the sample questions and sample test from the Law
Services Information Book. The most popular combination (25.01 percent) combined methods 1 and 2
with methods 4 (a book not published by Law Services) and 7 (self-study). The second most popular
combination of four methods (23.89 percent) combined methods 1, 2, and 4 with method 3 (the Law
Services test preparation materials). The third most common combination coupled methods 1 through 3
with method 7, self-study (9.67 percent), and this was followed by the combination of methods 1 through
3 with method 5, a commercial preparation school (8.56 percent).

For the 2,941 respondents indicating they used five methods of test preparation, the most common
combination (47.26 percent) was use of methods 1 through 4 (all three types of Law Services materials,
along with a book not published by Law Services) with method 7, self-study. The second most common
combination (12.24 percent) was identical to the first except for the substitution of method 5, a
commercial school, in place of self-study. Finally, the third most common combination (9.11 percent) was
the three sets of Law Services materials (methods 1-3) in conjunction with a commercial school and self-
study.

Among the 1,063 respondents who indicated they used six methods to prepare for the test, 57.10
percent reported using all methods except method 6, an undergraduate preparation course, and method 8,
other materials. The second most popular combination (19.29 percent) included all methods except 5, a
commercial school, and 8, other materials. Following this, with 14.21 percent, was the combination of
all methods except 5, a commercial school, and 6, an undergraduate institution course.

For the 187 respondents reporting use of seven methods, 46.52 percent used all methods but 8,
other materials, while 43.32 percent used all methods but method 6, an undergraduate course. There were
28 respondents who reported using all eight methods.

3.5 Users Versus Non-Users
To examine the extent to which users and non-users of each method of test preparation differed,
mean age and mean LSAT scores were tabulated for each group for each method. Note that for the

purpose of these analyses, users of a particular method were not limited to those respondents using only
that method.
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June 1990 administration. Table 14 summarizes the results of the users versus non-users
comparisons for the June 1990 administration. The table shows for the total group the number of
respondents indicating they used each method of test preparation, and the LSAT score means and average
age for users and non-users of each method.

Table 14: Comparison of Method Users and Non-Users -- June 1990

N LSAT Mean Age Mean
| Method'  Users Non-Users  Users  Non-Users  Diff.  Users Non-Users _ Diff. |
1 11,528 10,191 33.05 31.80 125 26.63 25.62 1.01
2 10,185 11,534 3361 31.46 2.15 26.38 25.95 0.43
3 9,068 12,651 34.06 31.32 274 26.01 26.25 0.24
4 10,591 11,128 33.32 31.65 1.67 26.20 26.11 0.09
5 7,843 13,876 3323 32.04 1.19 24.75 26.95 2.20
6 1,949 19,770 30.36 32.68 2.32 26.09 26.16 0.07
7 8,537 13,182 3243 32.49 -0.06 25.84 26.36 0.52
8 978 20,741 32.04 32.49 045 2542 26.19 0.77
9 750 20,969 30.39 32.54 -2.15 27.94 26.09 1.85

!1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book, 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

As the table shows, for methods 1 through 5 users had higher mean scores than did non-users.
The largest difference, 2.74 points, was between users and non-users of method 3, the Law Services test
preparation materials. For method 6 (undergraduate institution preparation course) the mean score was
2.32 points higher for non-users than for users. The values reported for method 9 indicate that the mean
score was 2.15 points higher for users of any methods than for users of no methods. For methods 7 and
8 (the self-study and other methods categories) the means were roughly equal for users and non-users.
The highest mean score (34.06) was for users of method 3, the Law Services test preparation materials.
The lowest means were for those using the undergraduate institution preparation courses (30.36) and those
using no method of preparation (30.39).

In terms of age, the mean was higher for users for methods 1, 2, and 4, and for use of no methods
(listed as method 9). Overall, the greatest difference found was for users and non-users of method 5,
commercial test preparation schools. For this method the average age for users was 2.2 years less than
the average age for non-users. The next greatest difference was for use of no methods, for which the
means differed by 1.85, followed by method 1, the sample questions in the Law Services Information
Book, for which the average age of users was 1.01 years greater than the average for non-users.

October 1990 administration. Table 15 summarizes the results of the users versus non-users
comparisons for the October 1990 administration. As the table shows, for methods 1 through 5 users had
higher mean scores than did non-users. The largest difference, 2.19 points, was between users and non-
users of method 3, the Law Services test preparation materials. For method 6 (undergraduate institution

(@)
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preparation course) the mean score was 2.14 points higher for non-users than for users. The values
reported for method 9 indicate that the mean score was 1.23 points higher for users of any methods than
for users of no methods. For methods 7 and 8 (the self-study and other methods categories) the means
were roughly equal for users and non-users. The highest mean score (33.87) was for users of method 3,
the Law Services test preparation materials. The lowest means were for those using the undergraduate
institution preparation courses (30.73) and those using no method of preparation (31.50).

Table 15: Comparison of Method Users and Non-Users -- October 1990

N LSAT Mean Age Mean
Method! Users _ Non-Users user§ Non-Users Diff. Users  Non-Users Diff, |
1 22,269 20,523 33.10 3225 0.85 25.44 24.31 1.13
2 19,897 22,895 33.52 31.97 1.55 25.35 2451 0.84
3 19,733 23,059 33.87 31.68 2.19 25.05 24.77 0.28
4 20,930 21,862 33.19 3221 0.98 24.98 24.82 0.16
5 17,192 25,600 33.08 3243 0.65 23.95 25.54 -1.59
6 3,539 39,253 30.73 32.87 -2.14 25.12 24.88 0.24
7 17,738 25,054 3241 32.89 -0.48 24.72 25.03 ) -0.31
8 1,880 40912 32.11 32.72 -0.61 24.68 2491 023
9 1,320 41472 31.50 32.73 -1.23 25.89 24.87- 1.02

'1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book; 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book net published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

For the October age data, the mean was higher for users for methods 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6, and for use
of no methods. The greatest difference found was once again for users and non-users of method 5,
commercial test preparation schools. For this method the average age for users was 1.59 years less than
the average age for non-users. The next greatest difference was for use of the sample questions in the
Law Services Information Book, for which the average age of users was 1.13 years greater than the
average for non-users. This was followed by use of no methods, for which the means differed by 1.02.

December 1990 administration. Table 16 summarizes the results of the users versus non-users
comparisons for the December 1990 administration. Similar to the pattern the June data, Table 16 shows
that for methods 1 through 4 users had higher mean scores than did non-users. The largest difference,
1.99 points, was between users and non-users of method 6, undergraduate institution coaching test
preparation courses, with the advantage being in favor of non-users. The difference was 1.91 points, with
the advantage to users, for method 3, the Law Services test preparation materials. For methods 2 and 4
(the sample test in the Law Services Information Book, and a book not published by Law Services) the
differences in mean score were 1.69 and 1.58, respectively. As the data for method 9 indicate, those who
used no methods had a mean score 0.75 points lower than those who used one or more methods.

The highest mean score (32.11) was for users of method 3, the Law Services test preparation
materials. The lowest means were for those indicating they did not use the Law Services test preparation
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materials (30.20), those indicating they did not use a book not published by Law Services (30.22), those
indicating they did not use the sample test in the Law Services Information Book (30.24), those using no
method of preparation (30.27), those reporting use of other methods (30.37), and those reporting they did
not use the sample questions in the Law Services Information Book (30.42).

Table 16: Comparison of Method Users and Non-Users -- December 1990

N LSAT Mean Age Mean
Method' Users _ Non-Users Users  Non-Users Diff. Users  Non-Users  Diff.
1 18,545 17,222 v 3152 3042 1.08 26.94 25.61 1.33
2 15,914 19,853 3193 30.24 1.69 26.90 25.81 1.09
3 14,751 21,016 32.11 30.20 191 26.62 26.07 0.55
4 17,381 18,386 31.80 30.22 1.58 26.34 26.25 0.09
5 10,847 24,920 30.89 31.03 -0.14 25.42 26.68 -1.26
6 3,036 32,731 29.17 31.16 -1.99 26.29 26.30 -0.01
7 14,880 20,887 30.69 31.20 -0.51 26.11 26.43 -0.32
8 1,686 34,081 30.37 31.02 -0.65 2591 26.31 -0.40
9 1,596 34,171 30.27 31.02 -0.75 26.25 26.30 -0.05

'1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book; 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

For the December age data, the mean was higher for users for methods 1 through 4. The greatest
difference found was for users and non-users of method 1, the sample questions in the Law Services
Information Book. For this method the average age for users was 1.33 years greater than the average age
for non-users. The next greatest difference was for use of commercial test preparation school, for which
the average age of users was 1.26 years less than for non-users. Following this was use of the sample test
in the Law Services Information Book, for which the average age of users was 1.09 years greater than the
average for non-users.

February 1991 administration. Table 17 summarizes the results of the users versus non-users
comparisons for the February 1991 administration. Table 17 shows that for methods 1 through 5 the mean
score was higher for users, while the mean was higher for non-users for methods 6 through 9. The largest

~difference in means (2.05 points) was found for method 3, the Law Services test preparation materials.
This was followed by a difference of 1.86 for method 2, the sample test in the Law Services Information
Book, and a difference of 1.75 for method 4, use of a book not published by Law Services. For method
6, use of an undergraduate institution coaching course, non-users had a mean 1.62 points higher than did
users, while the mean for those who did not use any method was 1.49 points less than the mean for those
who did. The highest mean score (30.95) was for users of method 3, the Law Services test preparation
materials. The lowest mean (28.17) was for those attending an undergraduate institution coaching course.
This was followed closely by the mean of 28.26 for those indicating they used no method of preparation.
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Table 17: Comparison of Method Users and Non-Users -- February 1991

N LSAT Mean Age Mean
Method' Users _ Non-Users Users  Non-Users Diff. Users  Non-Users  Diff.
1 15419 15655 30.19 29.16 1.03 27.62 26.14 1.48
2 13,046 18,028 30.75 28.89 1.86 27.44 26.46 0.98
3 11,660 19,414 30.95 2890 . 205 26.84 2689 005
4 14,163 16911 30.62 28.87 1.75 26.87 26.87 0.00
5 8,596 22478 30.29 29.43 - 0.86 25.54 27.38 -1.84
6 2,369 28,705 28.17 29.79 -1.62 26.72 26.88 0.16
7 12,320 18,754 29.46 29.81 035 26.63 27.03 0.40
8 1426 29,648 29.00 29.70 -0.70 26.25 26.90 0.65
9 1,709 29365 28.26 29.75 -1.49 2735 26.84 0.51

'1=sample questions in the Information Book; 2=sample test in the Information Book; 3=official
Law Services test preparation materials; 4=a book not published by Law Services; 5=a commercial
test preparation school; 6=an undergraduate institution test preparation course; 7=self study;
8=other preparation; and, 9=none.

For the February age data, the mean age was higher for users for methods 1,.2, and 9. The
greatest difference found was for use of commercial test preparation school, for which the average age of
users was 1.84 years less than for non-users. The next greatest difference was for users and non-users of
method 1, the sample questions in the Law Services Information Book. For this method the average age
for users was 1.48 years greater than the average age for non-users. Following this was use of the sample
test in the Law Services Information Book, for which the average age of users was 0.98 years greater than
the average for non-users. ‘

4.0 Summary and Conclusions
4.1 Caveats

In the evaluation of the results reported here, it is important to keep three considerations in mind.
First, it should be remembered that these analyses were not performed on samples. The data analyzed
were for the entire test taking population for the 1990-1991 testing year. Therefore, inferential statistical
analyses (i.e., hypothesis testing) were neither necessary nor appropriate. Any differences observed were
by definition statistically significant. The extent to which observed differences were of practical
significance is another issue, and must be decided based on the particular types of conclusions to be
considered.

Second, the nature of this investigation precludes any possibility of drawing conclusions regarding
causation. The finding that the users of a particular test preparation method have a higher mean score than
do the non-users cannot be interpreted as evidence that the test preparation method improves test
performance. In the absence of additional evidence, it is equally likely that the group choosing to use that
particular method would have performed better on the test even had they not used the method.
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Finally, no claim is made that these findings are generalizable to other testing years. The variation
across test dates found in this study, combined with the differences between the findings of this study and
the earlier Wightman study, suggest that while there are many patterns that are likely to hold across testing
years, at least some of the findings of this study may well be limited to the testing year investigated. This
is particularly true for small subgroups such as the Canadian aborigine group.

4.2 Response Rates

The response rate obtained in this investigation was somewhat higher than the response rate
obtained in the earlier Wightman study (86% versus 75%). This was true at the subgroup level as well
as for the total group. The response rates were similar for the June, October, and December test dates,
ranging from 84% to 86%, but was somewhat higher for the February test date (90%). As might be
expected, the lowest response rates tended to be among those who also declined to respond to the other
questions, such as the language and ethnicity questions, although interestingly this was not true for the
gender question. The variation among ethnic, gender, and language subgroups was not particularly large,
with the highest response rates tending to be among Caucasians, females, those fluent in English, and
those for whom English is the dominant language.

Based on the results presented and discussed in this report, and giving appropriate consideration
to the caveats identified in section 4.1, the following conclusions with regard to response rates seem
warranted.

O Test takers in February were more likely to respond than were test takers at other test dates.
O Females were slightly more likely to respond than were males.

O Caucasians were more likely to respond than were members of other ethnic subgroups; members
of the Black/Afro-American subgroup were least likely to respond.

O Those for whom English is not the dominant language, or who are not fluent in English, were less
likely to respond than were those for whom English is the dominant language or who are fluent
in English.

4.3 Respondents Versus Non-Respondents

Although there were some minor exceptions, overall the pattems in the results of the comparison
of respondents and non-respondents were consistent across administrations. The mean LSAT was higher
for respondents than for non-respondents, a result also found in the earlier study (note that the Canadian
aborigine category was not employed in the earlier study), and the mean age was higher for non-
respondents than for respondents, although this pattern was not as strong for the February data as for the
other three administrations. This was again similar to the pattern reported for the earlier study. These
results indicate that the respondents differ systematically from the non-respondents, and caution should
therefore be exercised in generalizing any of the findings of this study to the non-respondents. On the
other hand, the response rate for all four test dates was so high that this represents only a very minor
limitation in the interpretation of the results.

Based on the results presented and discussed in this report, the following conclusions with regard
to respondents seem warranted.
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© Respondents tended to be, on the average, one to two years younger than were the non-respondents.
© Respondents tended to score two to three points higher on the LSAT than did the non-respondents.

© The largest differences between respondent and non-respondent scores tended to be for the Puerto
Rican subgroup.

4.4 Methods Utilization

For the most part, the pattens of usage for the various methods of test preparation appeared to
remain relatively stable across administrations. The most popular method of preparation tended to be the
sample questions in the Law Services Information Book, followed closely by a book not published by Law
Services and the sample test in the Law Services Information Book. All three of these methods tended
to gamer 45 to 50 percent of the respondents. The Law Services test preparation materials and self study
both tended to be selected by around 40 percent of the respondents. Commercial test preparation courses
was selected by as few as 28 percent of the respondents in February and as many as 40 percent in
October. The remaining three options, undergraduate institution courses, other methods, and no methods,
tended to be selected by relatively few respondents.

Exceptions to this pattern included the tendency for higher methods utilization rates among certain
subgroups for October and lower utilization rates for some subgroups for February. This is consistent with
the finding that for the total group the percent reporting use of no method was lowest for October. The
highest rate for using no method for the total group was for February (5.50 percent), followed by
December (4.46 percent).

Based on the results presented and discussed in this report, the following conclusions with regard
to methods utilization seem appropriate.

© The Law Services Information Book and official test preparation materials were clearly heavily
utilized, as were books from other publishers.

©  Caucasians were more likely to use the Law Services official test preparation materials than were
Blacks/Afro-Americans, Chicano/Mexican Americans, and Puerto Ricans.

© Puerto Ricans and those not fluent in English were far more likely to report use of no methods
of preparation than were other subgroups.

© Courses provided by undergraduate institutions were utilized by relatively few test takers.
4.5 Number of Methods Used

On the average, respondents used between two and three methods of preparing for the LSAT. The
most common number of methods tended to be 1 (selected by about 25 percent of the respondents), but
typically from 15 to 18 percent of the respondents reported using two, three, or four methods. The lowest
average number of methods used, and the highest percent reporting using only one method, was for the
February test date. Black and Puerto Rican respondents tended to report relatively low numbers of
methods used, as did respondents who are not fluent in English or for whom English is not the dominant

language.
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Based on the results presented and discussed in this report, the following conclusions with regard
to the number of methods used seem appropriate.

O Females tended to use more methods of preparation than did males.

O Puerto Ricans and test takers not fluent in English tended to use fewer methods of test preparation
than did other subgroups.

© Caucasians tended to use more methods of preparation than did other subgroups.
4.6 Users Versus Non-Users
The most significant finding in the analysis of users and non-users of each method is that LSAT
scores tended to be higher for respondents indicating use of any of the first five methods, and lower for
respondents selecting the last four options. Recall that the last four options included undergraduate

institution courses, self study, other methods, and no methods.

Based on the results presented and discussed in this report, the following conclusions with regard
to users and non-users of the different methods seem warranted.

O Users of undergraduate institution courses, self-study, other methods or no methods tended to have
lower scores than non-users of these methods.

© Users of Law Services materials, commercial schools, and non-Law Services books tended to have
higher scores than did non-users of these methods.

O Users of the Information Book materials tended to be older than non-users, while users of
commercial schools, self-study, and other materials tended to be younger than non-users.
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